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Leayr Hr. Cowlss:

I an writing yow about My, Astor's article in the August 12
igazue of Look. I bhave chonen thiz late date to comment On
it to insure that I aad amnnle time to thiny anout the
article and to avold the imclicaticn tnat I am sdeking a
retraction.

i obiective in writing concerns boti journalistic etiics
and the substamees of tne article. 25 to the ethical
cucstion, Jdr. fAstor and 1 had the understaanding that every
guote would be checesed with me.  In fact, «r. Agtor did
cheek nost of the quotes. On the ocgasion that he did ee,
we had an informal conversation concerning the darvard
riota., I noever understeood that thisz Jdiscussion was to L2
included in thoe story nor was the guote dealing with that
sart of the discussions ever chachked with ne,

Aad ¥r. Astor ohoecked, hwe would have learned that he
completaly misunderstood wmy meaning. 1 d3id not aay that the
war in Vietunam did not pose a noral issuve,  Hatper, I drew

war in principle and those wio object to particular warg

on thely merits. [ pointed out that in tha latter case,
the izsue had to be mors clear-cut and overwnelming tnan
in the fermer. Hr. dstor's guote, not to speak of hids
commant, completely distorted my meaning and was extromely
unfair.

Second, dr. Astor wrote that I selieve in the infinite bad
faith of pelitical leuaders and in the certainty that every
tecinical advance weuld turn inte a weapons systom,  Tals
pannot be sassorted by anything that I zald and it
contradictory to what I aave written on the subjechk, Ny
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conments oo the Al drew a distincticon Letwsen the case
where the Soviets have already osuilt a weapon system and

the case whors the cholce of entering into a new teach-
nology is wtill open ko both sides. I pointed out that

we can hardly be accusaed of starting an arms race waen we
are brving to matceh an existing Soviet weapons systen over

a five-year period and with a provige for an annual raview.
Had Mr. sstor read my writings, aspecially tioe chapter on AYNS
Control in The decessity for Choice, he would heve realized
rhat I supported arms control long hefors it was fazhionanle
re A0 30. Indeed, many of the sroposals of that ook fron
the year 136l {(1P7, Limited Test Ban, dot Line), .aave

gince hegome national policy.

Third, L, Astoy emdn nis artiele with a comment irplying
that I welisve in an eslitist conception of foreign policy.
The point I made waz that outsiders find it very difficult
to give day-to-~day tactical advics, Therefore, I made a
distinction betwasn consultants {referring particularly

tn my own case) and operators. Clearly, thisz nas nothing
to do with democgratic control of foreign rnoligy which con-~
carns not day-to-day tactics, out the big issues of Leacs
and war, and the larger judgment of overall dirsction.

I do not suppose that in the long term it makes a graat

deal of difference what Mr. Astor wrote. Buab I do believe fhat
a journal with the circulation of Leok shiould make a fair
nragentation of the views of the people about whon They

write, This would atlill leave plenty of room for judgment,
favorasle or unfavorasle.

I want to emphazize that this lotter shiculd not be
publishaed and I have no interest in starting a contro-
vaysy with Mr, Astor.

Best recards,
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